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FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION INFORMATION 



TELEPHONE: (303)298-5900 
FACSIMILE: (303)296-5310 



June 15,2004 



TO: MrVMs.: 
Company: 
City, State: 
Facsimile No.: 



ErinM, Pender 
USPTO 



RECEIVI 



15-JUN-Z004 



703/305-0455 



Main Telephone: 703/308-6459 



International nh/ki/> n 



FROM : Kendall I. Thiessen Room: Direct Dial: .(303)298-5718 

Our File Number: C04S60-00011 Fax: (303)313-2853 Email: kthies5en@eibsopdunn.coni _ 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING COVER LETTER: ff^ j ; 

^If you do not receive all the pages transmitted, please contact the facsimile operator immediately at telephone number 
(303)298-5906. 

Fax Operator: (LP Cs 

The written message is for ihe exclusive use of the addressee and contains confidential, privileged and non-disclosable inforniation* If 
the recipient of this message is not the addressee, or a person responsible for delivering the message to the addressee, such recipient is 
prohibited from reading or using this message in any way. If you have received this message by mistake, please call us immediately 
and destroy the facsimile message. 



SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS/MESSAGE: 
Dear Ms. Pender: 

Attached is a true and correct copy of the Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR § 1 .47(b) and 37 CFR 1 . 1 37(b) I 
filed with the U.S. Patent Office on April 12, 2004. T am also enclosing a copy of the returned postcard receipt 
showing the PTO's stamp of receipt as April 12, 2004. 

The undersigned being hereby warned that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine 
or imprisonment, or both, under 18 USC 1001, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity 
of the application or any resulting patent, I declare that all statements made of my own knowledge are true and 
all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true 




Kendall L Thiessen, Reg. No. 45,158 



Dated: June 15, 2004 
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Date: 



Aop/Owner: f'jj/iAs 



Serial No or Patent No.: 0*>/~7Z0£"?6> 

Title ot Mark: /^irYzot^ ^imu^aJ n 

RECEIPT IS HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGED FOR: 



■ , n 



Atty Ref: 





Coriibod CaM>m» Nmnral PftrtL NM 

Gibrcn Dunn A Cnjtcher LLP 
1601 C"..':rornfa SJ.. Suite 4100 
Denver, CO 60202 
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Inventor 
Tftle 

Application No. 
Filed 
PCX No. 
Int Filing Date 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

: Keith Edwin CURTIS, et al. 

; Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 

: 09/720,570 

: Dec 21, 2000 

: PCT/AU99/00511 

: June 24, 1999 



i«3> 



Mail Stop: Petitions 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



f hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
United States Postal Service as Express Mail, postage prepaid, in an 
envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patent, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 pursuant to 37 CFR 1.10 on the date 

shownbciowas g-y flg5077bLS US 

Express Mail Receipt No. 

Name: Jean A. Bums 



Signature:. 
Pate: 



i f<- Bums 



Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR S 1.47(b) 



To the Commissioner for Patents: 

Applicant responds to the Decision on Petitions Under 37 C.F.R. 1.47(b) and 37 C.F.R. 
1.137(b) i$$ued on February 12, 2004 for the above-captioned patent application. The 
requirements of the Petition, which have been previously $atis6ed, are incorporated herein by 
reference (a copy of the previous submission is attached). The Examining Attorney has accepted 
the necessary requirements of the Petition Under 37 C.F.R. 1.47(b) with the exception of the 
showing of Applicant's sufficient proprietary interest, due to the fact that the assignment 
submitted was illegible. 
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Applicant is not able to provide a clearer copy of the assignment, and requests that the 
Examining Attorney review the records of the Patent Office - Assignments Division to locate a 
better copy. The assignment was recorded on 6/24/1998 at reel/frame 9296/0055. 

It is believed that no other fees are due with this petition. However, if any other fees are 
a due with this paper, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge such fee(s) to Deposit 
Account No. 50-0792. 

Please direct any inquiries regarding this petition to the Applicant's undersigned attorney, 
who can be reached directly by telephone at (303) 298-5718. 

Favorable consideration is respectfully solicited. 



Attorney Docket No.; 04560-00011 

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP 
1801 California Street, Suite 4100 
Denver, CO 80202 
Telephone: 303/298^5700 
Facsimile: 303/296-5310 



11164002-01 



Respectfully submitted, 




Kendall L Thiesien 
Reg. No. 45,158 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



Inventor 
Title 

Application No. 

Filed 

PCTNo. 

Int Filing Date 



Keith Edwin CURTIS, et al. 
Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 
09/720,570 
Dec. 21, 2000 
PCT/AU99/00511 
June 24, 1999 



Mail Stop: Petitions 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the 
Unilod Stales Postal Service as Express Mail, postage prepaid, in an 
envelope addressed to: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, 
Alexandria, va 22313-1450 pursuant to 37 CFR 1. 10 on the date 
shown below as 

Expreas Mail Receipt No. _ EU a34fl33L37 US 
NaTTtf: Jean A. Bums _ 



Signature: 
Date: . 



Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR g 1.137(b) 



To the Commissioner for Patents: 

The above-referenced national stage application became abandoned for failure to submit 
an acceptable oath or declaration within the time period set forth in the "Notification of Missing 
Requirements Under 35 U.S.C 371 in the United States Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US) 
(Form PCT/DO/EO/905) mailed on March 12, 2001. On July 23, 2002, Applicant filed a 
"Petition to Revive an Abandoned Application under 37 CFR 1 .137(b)" and "Response to 
Notification of Missing Requirements under 35 U.S.C. 371" and "petition under 37 CFR 1.183 to 
Suspend the Rules." Applicant's petition under 37 CFR 1 .137(b) and applicant's petition under 
37 CFR 1.183 were both dismissed without prejudice. On July 28, 2003, Applicant filed a 
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renewed "Petition to Revive an Abandoned Application under 37 CFR 1 . 1 37(b)" along with a 
■■Petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b)." 

Examiner rejected the petition lo revive based on a finding that item (1) of 1.137(b) had 
not been satisfied. Specifically, the examiner found that a more detailed explanation of the delay 
was required before the petition could be granted- Applicant respectfully disagrees with this 
determination. 

It is respectfully noted applicant's petition for revival of the current application pursuant 
to 37 CFR LI 37(b) should be reviewed at a less burdensome standard than a petition to revive 
filed pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(a). See MPEP §71 1.03(c) (Rev. l t Feb, 2003) Although the 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP) does not set forth a specific standard of review 
for petitions filed under 37 CFR 1. 137(b), the MPEP does indicate that "Petitions under 37 CFR 
1. 137(b) are less burdensome (statement(s) rather than a showing accompanied by documentary 
evidence) to file and are evaluated under the less stringent "unintentional delay standard." Id. 
In addition, it has been similarly adjudicated thai a petition filed under 37 CFR 1.137(b) was 
intended to provide for "a much less strict standard" than had otherwise been available. See, In re 
Bryan, 2 USPQ2d 1215, 1218 (Dep. Ass't Comm'r 1986). 

Furthermore, it is noted that during the promulgation of the provisions of 37 CFR 
1.137(b) first providing for the ability to revive an application based on unintentional 
abandonment, in response to comments to the proposed rules, Gerald J. MossinghofF, then 
Commissioner for of Patents and Trademarks discussed what was intended in the statement in § 
1.137(b) that the Commissioner may require additional information where there is question 
whether the abandonment was unintentional. The Commissioner responded that, "Additional 
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information would be required only where there is an indication that the abandonment was 
intentional, for example, where an express abandonment had been filed. The record should be 
clear how such an express abandonment was unintentional if the petition is to be granted." 47 
FR 33086, 33094(1982) 

It is also respectfully noted that the applicant's petition to revive the current application 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .137(b) should not be reviewed with a requirement that there was an 
exercise of due care and diligence. In response to comments to proposed changes to 37 CFR 
1.137(b) to remove the filing period requirements, Bruce A. Lehman, then Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce and Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks replied that "unintentional delay does 
not require that the delay have occurred despite the exercise of due care and diligence (as does 
"unavoidable" delay), the Office does not routinely require a "showing" of unintentional delay 
for a petition under § 1.137(b)." 62 FR 5312, 53161 (1997), 

In the interest of full disclosure, however, Applicant has requested a detailed summary of 
all facts concerning each of the individuals thai were in some way involved with the prosecution 
of these files. Specifically, Applicants have included declaration from (i) Shahan Islam, Reg, 
No. 32,507, who was the attorney responsible for this application; (ii) Cheryl Bajana, a legal 
secretary that worked with Mr. Islam and was responsible for opening and managing mail from 
the USPTO; (iii) Samson Helfgott, Reg, No. 23,072, a colleague of Mr. Islam who was aware of 
many of the technical details concerning the docketing database as well as the facts that led to 
the discovery of the inadvertent abandonment of this application; and (iv) Satnarine Seonarain, a 
docketing clerk with the law firm of Rosenman & Colin, LLP, who provided scrcenshots and 
images of the docketing entries (or lack thereof) concerning the abandonment of this application. 
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As these declarations provide, Mr. Islam does not recall being notified of the outstanding 
notice of missing parts or the notice of abandonment. Indeed, the notice of abandonment could 
not even be found in the file that had been set up for this application. (Decl. of Shahan, para. 8) 
This docketing oversight led to the initial abandonment of the application which was not 
discovered on June, 2002. (Decl. of Shahan, para. 12). This petition was rejected as a result of a 
failure to reply to the outstanding office action. The decision on the petition, however, was not 
properly docketed as a result of a lack of experience by Mr. Islam's secretary and was not 
brought to the attention of Mr. Islam. Throughout this period, however, "it was never [Mr. 
Islam's] intention to abandon this application, nor was it the intention of the applicant, and [he] 
continuously worked on the inventorship issue in order to provide the necessary information to 
the USPTO." (DecL of Shahan, para. 18) This issues were complicated by law firm mergers, 
technology integration issues, and docketing management challenges throughout the period. 
(DecL of Seonarain, para. 4-6) These facts, as well as the supporting documents provided as 
exhibits to each of these declarations. 

It is believed that applicant's initial petition filed on July 28, 2003, this renewed petition, 
and the facts set forth in each of the declarations (and documented, in part, with the attached 
exhibits) clearly illustrate that there was no deliberate or express action taken to abandon the 
current application. It is believed that the facts as set forth in the most recent petition filed on 
July 28, 2003 and in this request for reconsideration demonstrates that the abandonment of the 
current application was wholly unintentional, Thus, it is respectfully requested that applicant's 
request for reconsideration of its petition to revive the current application due to unintentional 
abandonment, pursuant to 37 CFR 1.137(b), be granted and the current application be revived 
and returned to examination. 
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Applicant is also enclosing herewith the requested documentation concerning the Petition 
Under 37 CFR 1.47(b) in reply to the Notification of Missing Requirements Under 35 U.S.C. 
371, Specifically, the Examiner found that (2) of 1.47(b) was not satisfied as a result of the 
failure to include any documentary evidence concerning the attempts to locate the inventors. In 
response, the Applicant has again included a copy of the mailing receipts that demonstrate the 
failure of delivery and has further included a signed declaration from Mr. Islam concerning these 
attempts to locate the inventor. (DecL of Islam, para. 9, 12) Unfortunately, documentary 
evidence concerning the internet searches and telephone inquiries concerning this search is not 
available as Mr. Islam did not retain any documents or screen prints concerning these searches. 
As such, Mr. Islam's declaration represents the best documents available to the Applicant's 
concerning these statements. 

The examiner also requested a clean copy of the assignment as a result of the fact that the 
first copy was not legible; A clean(er) copy of the identical assignment (signed by the same 
inventor on a related application) is attached hereto to assist the examiner in reading the 
assignment of the instant application. As is clear, the assignment demonstrates the applicant's 
proprietary interest in the provisional application as well as includes an assignment of "the 
United States application [on such invention], and all divisions, renewals and continuations 
thereof, and all Patents of the United States which may be granted on any of the same and all 
reissues and extensions thereof, and all applications for industrial property protection, including, 
without limitation, all applications for patents, utility models, and designs which may hereafter 
be filed for said invention in any country—. 
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It is respectftilly requested that the current application be revived pursuant to this 
renewed petition and that the enclosed Petition Under 37 CFR 1 .47(b) entered and considered for 
the above-referenced application. 

A check and petition for a one-month extension is included with these materials. It is 
believed that no other fees are due with this petition. However, if any other fees are a due with 
this paper, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge such fee(s) to Deposit Account No. 
50-0792. 

Please direct any inquiries regarding this petition to the Applicant's undersigned attorney, 
who can be reached directly by telephone at (303) 298-5718. 

Favorable consideration is respectfully solicited. 



Attorney Docket No.: 04560-00011 

Gibson, Dunn & Crutcher LLP 
1801 California Street, Suite 4100 
Denver, CO 80202 
Telephone: 303/298-5700 
Facsimile: 303/296^5310 
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Respectfully submitted, 




Kendall L Thiessen 
Reg. No. 45,158 



06/15/2004 10:06 FAX 303 296 5310 



GIBSON DUNN #2 



Q011/089 



m 



KMZ Roscnman 

KATIE* V9CHIH ZAttS aOSESUAH 



October 29, 2002 



575 Madi&ort Avenvn 
N&w York. NY 
2 12.940.6300 offer; 212.940.6775 fix 

3MAMAM ISLAM 
</usft*r? JjJsmfi) kmzr,vx7i 
212.940.6S64 



VIA EXPRESS MAIL 

Mr. Keith Curtis 
138 Pork Ridge Lane 
Henderson, Nevada 69015 

Re: U.S« Patent Serial No. 09/720,570 
Filed: December 2 1 , 2000 
For Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 
Our Ref.: 3128/FBR (031 035-875581 



Dear Keith: 

. Hi, it has been a long time since I have seen you or anybody else at the former Nugame. 

As you will hopefully recall. I helped draft and supervised the drafting of the original priority 
U.S. Provisional Application which was assigned along with foreign counterparts of the 
application to Aristocrat. I also met you very briefly when I visited Nugame's (back then) office, 
although we talked on the phone and faxed drafts back and forth- 

As the application which we filed was a "provisional" patent application, no Declaration and 
Power of Attorney was necessary and was not filed. However, this application was assigned by 
you to Nugame, which, in turn, assigned it to Aristocrat Leisure Industries, which later changed 
its name to Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty Ltd. 

. Subsequently, a PCT Application was filed by applicant Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty 
Ltd. 

As you know, sometime after the assignment of the provisional application from Nugame to 
Aristocrat, Nugame closed its doors and is now defunct, with no traceable phone number or 
office - although, I helieve, Mike Farnham, the former CEO is still in Las Vegas, 

I have been trying extensively to find you through searches in web databases, calls to the 
telephone company and directory assistance, as well as calling Famham, who advised me that he 
is not aware of the whereabouts of the inventors. 

However, just on the chance that I MAY find you, I am enclosing with this letter, a Declaration 
and Power of Attorneys for the U.S. Application (enclosed) which represents the "national 
phase" entry of the PCT application. 

We need to have you sign and date the Declaration on page 2 and return it to us in the enclosed, 



Chicago 



*YQ(H UosAnQele* Washington. DC Chwiatt* PsdoAttQ 

AL9w Partnership inducting Pmfa&Sionsi Corporation* 
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Mr. Keith Curtis 
October 29, 2002 
Page 2 



self-addressed, Federal Express envelope. (For convenience, you may call 1-800-FED EX to 
schedule someone from Federal Express to come and get it) 

Please call me if you have any quesllous and, of course, if I can help you with anything, please 
advise, as it was a pleasure working with you back in 1998. 




Enc: Copy of Patent Application 

Declaration and Power of Attorney 
Self-addressed Federal Express envelope 
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575 MADISON AVc 
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US Postal Service 7/8/2003 09:21 PAGE X/l 




UNITED STATES 
POSTAL SERVICE. 



Date: 07/08/2003 



Fax Transmission To: LINO A CHAN 
Fax Number; 212-894-5712 



Dear UNDA CHAN: 

In response to your request dated 07/08/2003. we regret to inform you that we were 
unable to locate any delivery Information in our records regarding your item number 
EV105567285US. 

If you require additional assistance, please take this receipt to your local Post 
Office or postal representative. 

Sincerely, 

United States Postal Service 
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KMZRosenman 

KATTEM HVCUIH ZMVIS 809e*#AK 

S7S lAwBson A^ute 
H9W Y04K NY 10022-2505 
£12,940.0000 oflSee 2l2.MO.8776 fax 
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yy a CTPpttSff MAIL 

Mr. Eugene Bond 
6329 Lena King Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 

Re: U.S. Patent Serial No. 09/720,570 
Filed December 21, 2000 
For: Virtual Eprorn Simulator Apparatus 
■ OurRef.: 3128/FBR T03 1035-87558) 

Dear Eugene: 

Hi, it has been a long time since I have seen you or anybody else at the former Nugame. 

As you will hopefully recall, I helped draft and supervised the drafting of the original priority 
US. Provisional Application which was assigned along with foreign counterparts of the 
application to Aristocrat. I also met you very briefly when 1 visited Nugame's (back then) office, 
although we talked on the phone and faxed drafts back and forth. 

As the application which we filed was a ''provisional' 1 patent application, no Declaration and 
Power of Attorney was necessary and was not filed. However, this application was assigned by 
you to Nugame, which, in turn, assigned it to Aristocrat Leisure Industries, which later changed 
its name to Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty Ltd. 

Subsequently, a PCT Application was filed by applicant Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty 
Ltd. 

As you know, sometime after the assignment of the provisional application from Nugame to 
Aristocrat, Nugnmc cloeed its doors and is now defunct, with no traceable phone number or 
office - although, I believe, Mike Farnham, the former CEO is still in Las Vegas. 

I have been trying extensively to find you through searches in web databases, calls to the 
telephone company and directory assistance, as well as calling Farnham, who advised me that he 
is not aware of the whereabouts of the inventors. 

However, just on the chance that I MAY find you, I am enclosing with this letter, a Declaration 
and Power of Attorneys for the U.S, Application (enclosed) which represents the "national 
phase 1 * entry of the PCT application. 

We need to have you sign and date the Declaration on page 2 and return it to us in the enclosed, 

CtttcBoo New York Los A^eies Washington. DC Cn*dvttc PvioAJto New** wwwMiursxxn 

A Law Psttner&tp Indudkxg Patftzfiofiat GerpamOoAS 
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KMZ Rosenman 

KATTEH fiVCHi* ZAVlS «D*f*W 



Mr. Eugene Bond 
October 29, 2002 
Page 2 



self-addressed, Fedeial Express envelope, (For convenience, you may caU 1-800-FED BXto 
schedule someone from Federal Express to come and get it) 

Please call me if you have aoy question, and, of em if 1 cm help you with anything, please 
advise, as it was a pleasure working with you back in 1998. 




Enc: Copy of Patent Application 

Declaration and Power of Attorney 
Self-addressed Federal Express envelope 
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FOR PICKUP OR TRACKING CALL VBQO-222-181 1 WWW.usps.cam 
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UNITED STATES 



POSTAL SERVICE. 



Date: 07/08/2003 



Fax Transmission To: LINDA CHAN 
Fax Number: 212-894-571 2 



Dear LINDA CHAN; 

Tho following Is in response to your 07/08/2003 request for delivery information on 
your Express Mall Item number EV105567294US. The delivery record shows that this item 
was delivered on 1 1/01/2002 at 09:34 AM in LAS VEGAS, NV 89122 to E BOND. The scanned 
image of the recipient information is provided below. 



Thank you for selecting the Postal Service for your mailing needs. If you require 
additional assistance, please contact your local Post Office or postal representative. 



Signaturo of Reclpient- 




Sincerely, 

United States Postal Service 
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Under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 00 persons are required to respond 



PTO/SB/22 (10-00) 
Apt jruWOVough 10/31/2002- OMB 0651-0031 

U S, Patenl and TradWW Office; U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
to a collection of Information untess it displays a valid QMS control number. 



PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 



Docket Number (Optional) 
04560-00011 



In re Application of Curtis 


Application Number 09/720,570 


Filed 12/21/00 


For Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 


Group Art Unit 


Examiner 



This Is a request to extend the period for filing a reply in the above identified application. 
The requested extension and appropriate non-small-entity fee are as follows 
(check time period desired): 

fx] One month (37 CFR 1.17(a)(1)) 

□ Two months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(2)) 

|~| Three months (37 CFR 1 .17(a)(3)) 

PI Four months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(4)) 

j~1 Five months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(5)) 

| | Applicant claims small entity status. See 37 CFR 1 .27. Therefore the fee amount shown 
above is reduced by one-half, and the resulting fee is: S 

[3T| A check in the amount of the fee is enclosed. 

| | Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 is attached. 

[ | The Commissioner has already been authorized to charge fees in this 
application to a Deposit Account. 

fx] The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, 
or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 50-0792 . 
I have enclosed a duplicate copy of this sheet. 

I am the applicant/inventor 

[~1 assignee of recorc 
Statement ur 

[x] attorney or agent of record. 



$ 110.00 
$ 420.00 
$ 950.00 
S 1.480.00 
S 2.010.00 



\~1 assignee of record of the entire interest See 37 CFR 3.71 . 

1— } Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) is enclosed. (Form PTO/SB/96). 



| | attorney or agent under 37 CFR 1 .34(a). 

Registration number if acting under 37 CFR 1 -34(a) _ 



WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not 
be included on this form. Provide credit card information and authorization on PTO-2038. 



December 23. 2003 
Date 




Signature 



Kendall I. Thiessen. Rea. No. 45.158 
Typed or printed name 

NOTE: Signatures of all the Inventors or assignees of record of the entJre Interest or their representative^) are required. Submit multiple 
forms If mora than one signature is required, see below. 



Total of two forms ara submitted. 

Burden Hour Statement: This forni is estimated 10 ^qOA hours to complete. Time will vary depending upon the needs of the Individual case. AAV comments < 
Ihe amount of time you are required to complete this form should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, Washington, DC 
20231 . DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS ADDRESS. SEND TO: Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Washington DC 20231 . 
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PTQ/SB/22 (10-00) 
Appi or use throogh 10/31/2002. OMB 085*1*0031 
U.S. Potent and Trademark Office: U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Reduction Act of 1095. no parsons are required to respond to a collection of Information unless It display valid OMB control number. 



PETITION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME 



Docket Number (Optional) 
04560-00011 



In re Application of Curtis 



Application Number O9/720 t 570 


Filed 12/21/00 


For Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 


Group Art Unit 


Examiner — 



This Is a request to extend the period for filing a reply in the above identified application. 
The requested extension and appropriate non-small-entity fee are as follows 
(check time period desired): 

fxl One month (37 CFR 1.17(a)(1)) 

Two months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(2)) 

| | Three months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(3)) 

f~| Four months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(4)) 

l~l Five months (37 CFR 1.17(a)(5)) 

| | Applicant claims small entity status. See 37 CFR 1,27. Therefore the fee amount shown 
above is reduced by one-half, and the resulting fee is: $ 

fx] A check In the amount of the fee is enclosed, 

| | Payment by credit card. Form PTO-2038 Is attached. 

[~] The Commissioner has already been authorized to charge fees in this 
application to a Deposit Account. 

fx] The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees which may be required, 
or credit any overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 50-0792 . 
I have enclosed a duplicate copy of this sheet. 

I am the applicant/inventor 

| | assignee of record of the entire interest. See 37 CFR 3.71 . 

Statement under 37 CFR 3.73(b) is enclosed. (Form PTO/SB/96). 

[x] attorney or agent of record. 

| | attorney or agent under 37 CFR 1.34(a). 

Registration number If acting under 37 CFR 1.34(a) . 



S 110.00 
$ 420.00 
S 950.00 
S 1.480.00 
£ 2.010.00 



WARNING: Information on this form may become public. Credit card information should not 
be included on this form. Provide credit card information an^j^jth^rj^^ H PTf)-M3ft_ 

December 23. 20Q3 

Date Signature 




Kendall I. Thiessen, Reg. No. 45,156 
Typed or printed name 



NOTE: Signatures of all the Inventors or assignees of record of the entire Interest or their representative(s) are required. Submit multiple 
forms if more than one signature is required, see below. . 

LjU_Tot3l of_jMp_fofms ore submitted. 
Sunken Hour Statement Tnls form te estimated to lake 0.1 hours to complete. Time vvilivary depending upon the needs of the individual case. Any comments on 
the amount of lime you are required to complete this form should De sent to the Chief information officer, U.S. Palent Bnd Trademark Office, Washington. DC 
50231. DO NOT SEm FEES OR COMPtCTGD FORMS TO THIS ADOReSS. SEND TO: Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Washington, DC 20231 . 
60105534 3.DOC 
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
Inventor ; Keith Edwin Curtis, et al. 

Title ; VIRTUAL EPROM SIMULATOR APPARATUS 

Serial No. : 09/720,570 

Filed : December 21, 2000 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Declaration of Shahan Islam 

I, Shahan Islam, hereby declare as follows: 

1. I am a registered patent attorney in the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office under registration no. 32,507. 

2. In 1998, 1 was a partner in the law firm of Friedman Siegelbaum handling 
intellectual property matters. Through an Australian associate, F.B. Rice 
& Company, with whom I had been working, I was put in contact with an 
Australian client, Aristocrat Leisure Industries Pty. Ltd. (which later 
changed its name to Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty Limited) 
(hereinafter "Aristocrat")* w ho had requested that I prepare provisional 
applications for filing in the United States Patent and Trademark Office in 
connection with technology that they acquired from a company, Nugame, 
Inc. (hereinafter "Nugame"), located in the United States. In preparing the 
provisional applications I was in contact with a number of individuals who 
were former employees of Nugame and who had invented the technology. 
A provisional application was filed in the United States Patent Office on 
June 24, 1998. Copies of the application were forwarded to F. B- Rice. 

3. At the beginning of 1999, I was in communication with F,B. Rice in 
connection with this case and they advised me that they were instructed by 
Aristocrat to file a PCT application in Australia, designating the United 
States. As the inventors were not available to F.B. Wee, they filed the 
application in Australia advising the Australian receiving office that the 
inventors were unavailable to sign the powers and the application was 
given a filing date. 

4. Around April, 2000, I left the firm of Friedman Seigelbaum and began 
working as a partner with the firm of Rosenman & Colin LLP. At the 
time, Rosenman & Colin LLP did not have an intellectual property 
department. Thus, I had to establish my own routines with very limited 
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attorneys. They apparently had a computerized docketing system. They 
were very busy at the beginning transferring all of their work and 
maintaining their clients and were not readily available to address my 
needs. Although as a partner I retained responsibility for my own clients 
with respect to their patent matters, once they got their docketing system 
set up at Rosenman & Colin LLP, they indicated that they would be 
available to enter my docketing into their computerized system. Prior to 
this time, 1 would occasionally request that specific matters be docketed. I 
do not recall requesting any such special docketing for this application. 
Once the docketing system was set up at Rosenman & Colin LLP, as new 
matters came to my secretary for docketing, she would docket it in my 
manual docketing calendar, and was instructed to then submit the 
information to the docketing clerk for entry into the computerized 
docketing system. The docketing clerk would then enter the bibliographic 
information for the application as well as the docketing information, in the 
computerized system. Because of the volume of work, we only proceeded 
on a going forward basis. Accordingly, as my secretary received new 
correspondence from the USPTO and noted that there was a due date for 
response, she would make a docketing entry in my manual docketing 
calendar and a corresponding docketing entry would be made in the 
computerized docketing system. By way of example, attached as Exhibit 
D is a print-out of a docketed due date for one of the applications I 
handled corresponding to a docketing entry made for the same case in my 
docketing calendar, as shown in the copy of the relevant page of my 2002 
docket calendar attached hereto as Exhibit E. 

11. In approximately February 2002, the firm of Rosenman & Colin LLP 
merged with the Chicago law firm of Katten Muchin Zavis to become the 
law firm of Katten Muchin Zavis Rosenman ("KMZRosenman"). After 
the merger, I continued to have responsibility for the prosecution ofthis 
case. 

12. During June, 2002, while reviewing other cases for Aristocrat, 1 came 
upon the present case and, in seeing the notice of missing requirements, 
became aware that the time for submitting a response, with extensions, 
had passed. I therefore submitted a petition to revive the case together 
with a petition to suspend the rules because we could not obtain the 
signatures of the inventors on the declaration. This act showed the 
applicant's and my intention not to abandon this application. 

13. On October 22, 2002, a decision was issued on the petition. Under normal 
routines the decision would have come to my secretary and under normal 
routines, had she noticed that a due date for response was given, she 
would have entered it into the docket calendar on the due date for response 
Thereafter, as the due date would approach my secretary would bring the 
file to me to remind me of the response coming due. At the time, I 
probably assumed that this matter was docketed since the last page of the 
decision indicated a two-month due date for filing a request for 
reconsideration of the petition. However, in preparation for this 
Declaration, I was given a copy of the 2002 docket calendar and on the 
date of December 22, 2002, the date on which the two-month due date 
should have been entered, there does not appear to be any entry for this 
application. Thus, it appears that the matter was not docketed. Enclosed 
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with respect to their patent matters, once they got their docketing system 
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available to enter my docketing into their computerized system. Prior to 
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Once the docketing system was set up at Rosenman & Colin LLP, as new 
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manual docketing calendar, and was instructed to then submit the 
information to the docketing clerk for entry into the computerized 
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information for the application as well as the docketing information, in the 
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the merger, 1 continued to have responsibility for the prosecution ofthis 



case. 



12. During June, 2002, while reviewing other cases for Aristocrat, I came 
upon the present case and, in seeing the notice of missing requirements, 
became aware that the time for submitting a response, with extensions, 
had passed. 1 therefore submitted a petition to revive the case together 
with a petition to suspend the rules because we could not obtain the 
signatures of the inventors on the declaration. This act showed the 
applicant's and my intention not to abandon this application, 

13. On October 22, 2002, a decision was issued on the petition. Under normal 
routines the decision would have come to my secretary and under normal 
routines, had she noticed that a due date for response was given, she 
would have entered it into the docket calendar on the due date for response 
Thereafter, as the due date would approach my secretary would bring the 
file to me to remind me of the response coming due. At the time, I 
probably assumed that this matter was docketed since the last page of the 
decision indicated a two-month due date for filing a request for 
reconsideration of the petition. However, in preparation for this 
Declaration, I was given a copy of the 2002 docket calendar and on the 
date of December 22, 2002, the date on which the two-month due date 
should have been entered, there does not appear to be any entry for this 
application. Thus, it appears that the matter was not docketed. Enclosed 
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15. 



16. 



17. 



18. 



19. 



1 1172575.05 



as Exhibit F is a copy of the page from the 2002 docket calendar on which 
a notation of the attorney docket number would have been entered had the 
response due date been docketed. 

After receiving and reading the decision on the petition, I again tried to 
contact the inventors by sending Express Mail to the last known address of 
the inventors, Exhibit G, as was previously discussed in my declaration 
filed with the initial petition and the previously filed request for 
reconsideration. While I was waiting for a response to the Express Mail, I 
contacted the Petitions Office and was advised to wait for a response to 
the Express Mail or until they were returned as undeliverable before 
proceeding with filing a request for reconsideration. 

Although the decision on the petition was not docketed, I knew that a 
request for reconsideration would be due at some point and kept this in 
mind. Because there was no docketing for the due date for the request for 
reconsideration, the application was never brought to me at a specific time 
for preparation and filing of the request for reconsideration. However, 
from time to time I would recall that some action was due for this 
application and would renew my efforts to contact the inventors. 
Occasionally my memory would be triggered as to this case when I 
received communications from F. B. Rice regarding other cases that we 
handled for them. During the period from the decision on the first petition 
until my departure, I also continued to wait for reply correspondence from 
the inventors where the my communications sent by Express Mail were 
not returned by the United States Postal Service. 

In March, 2003, my secretary, Cheryl Bajana, left her employment at 
KMZ Rosenman. After Ms. Bajana left KMZ Rosenman, I did not have a 
secretary of my own, but was relying upon floater secretaries to assist me 
with secretarial services. 

During March of 2003, I obtained an offer of employment at another 
company and during the months of March and April, 2003, I tried to 
"clean up" as many of my files as possible. It was then that I noticed that I 
still had been unable to address the inventorship issue with respect to this 
application. At that time, I requested assignment information from the 
Australian associate firm of F.B. Rice in preparation for drafting the 
request for reconsideration of the petition, as shown in my letter attached 
hereto as Exhibit H. 

As the decision on petition had not been docketed, at no time did it come 
to my attention for a response due. However, throughout the period from 
filing until my departure from KMZ Rosenman, it was never my intention 
to abandon this application, nor was it the intention of the applicant, and I 
continuously worked on the inventorship issue to provide the necessary 
information to the USPTO. 

At no time was I advised by F.B. Rice or Aristocrat to allow this 
application to go abandoned. To the best of my knowledge, this 
application was to be maintained active at all times. 
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20. I further declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are 
true and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to 
be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge 
that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or 
imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States 
Code, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity ot 
the application or any patent issued thereon. 



Date 
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Roeenman & Colin LLP 

New YotV NY 10022-25 &5 

Telephone (212) 94O4&00 
Facsimile: (212) 94CWT76 
FAttrfmilc ttrver: (212) 94CWS400 
web die: wwwjwcnDUn.com 



VIA AIR MAIL 

Mr. Chris Owens 
F.B. Rice & Company 
P.O. Box 668 
Carlton South 3053 
AUSTRALIA 



PIRfCT QUI. 

Deadline : March 21, 2001 £«!.V7.V.T«7/ 
(Information Disclosure Statement) ™;;V®"«l-«-"" C °" 

(11Z1 •»«-»■•* 



Re: National Phase Entry Application 

Based on International Patent Application PCT/AU99/00511 
Filed: December 21, 2000 

For: VIRTUAL EPROM SIMULATOR APPARATUS 
YourRef.: 103048 QurRef.: 3128/FBR 

Dear Chris: 

We are pleased to report that we have filed the above-identified application with the US. 
Designated/Elected Office (DO/EO/US) on December 21, 2000. 

We have also filed a Preliminary Amendment, and an Information Disclosure Statement 

Enclosed is our invoice for services rendered and costs incurred. We will keep you advised 
as the application progresses. 

Please also let us know about any references for Information Disclosure Statement purposes 
before, say, March 21, 2001. 



Very truly yours, 




Theodore A. Gottlieb 
Enclosure: Application as filed 
Invoice No. 83628 



H 083347.01 

N«W VOBK W»«MINCT«M DC CmtlOTTC 
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By Facsimile 

0011 1 212 940 8776 



OurRef: 102997;103038/43/4fi/53 

Your Ref: 3114/FBR; 3113/; 3119/; 3128/; 3135/ 



13 February 2001 

Rosenman & Colin LLP 
Attention. Mr Shah an Islam 
575 Madison Avenue 
New York NY 10022-2585 
United States Of America 




FB RICE & CO 

Patent and Trod* Mark Attorney* 




Former NuGmne Properties, now Entered into the National 
Phase in USA 

Dear Shah an 

We are awaiting your advice resulting from your investigation into the 
possibility of enlisting the support of the inventors for the various former 
NuGame US Provisional applications. 

As we ore receiving Notification of Missing Farts for these national phase 
applications, we are becoming concerned that we will not be able to 
meet the deadlines. 

Would you please advise us what our best course of action will be in that 
event. 

We look forward to hearing from you. 

Yours sincerely 
F B RICE & CO 



CHRIS OWENS 



CO/lh/bl 3/10299 7 



605 Darling Street, 
PO Box 117 
Balmain NSW 2041 
Australia 

ABN 53 4B7 267 594 

Tel (612) 9810 7133 
Fa* (612) 9610 B200 
DX 22409 Balmaln 
partu e rs^rbri ce .c on) - a u 
www. fori ce .com . av 

FARTNKUSt 
Chris Owens befuta 
Gail Hill* b a 
Paul Whenman 

BScMRAOFIFTA 

WJ Picturing 

B5c<H0i1») PW> F1PTA 

Chris O'Sullivan 

BS€lEtoc EfiC Han*) PIPTA 

Wayne Willie* B5<*H«ns) 
Mark OT)anuell 

BSdHoiu) FIPTA 

Brell Lunn asc pfaDGDiP fifta 
Jennv Petering 

ESdH^iu) PhD FIFTA 

Paul Kilbom 
Jeremv Dobbin 

BAlHanl] MAfOKOnjCPAfLnq ETA FIPTA 

SENIOR ASSOCIATE! 
Joanne Martiti* 

Ba MCom DlpUw<SAB1 



ASSOCIATES: 

Cwen Benlley bsc fifta 

Mark Wakeham dsc fifta 
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Country Application 



Sunday, October 26, 2003 



Client-Matter: 053735-87545 Country: US SubCase; 

Client: MEINKJ5. DABR1NGHAUS UND PARTNE United States of America 



Case Type: ORD 
, Application Number: 09 
Publication Number: 
Patent Number: 
Parent/PCT Number; ( 
Parent Issue Number: 
Agent: 

Agent Reference No.: 

Client Code: MEEN 



Application Status: Pending 

Filing Date: 12-OcM999 
Publication Date; 
Issue Date: 
Parent/PCT Date : 28-Oct-1998 
Parent Issue Date : 
Expiration Date: 
PTA: 0 
Tax Schedule: LE 
Confirmation #: 
Related Case: 2754 



REDACTED 
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Country Application Sunday, October 26, 2003 

List Of Actions 



Actton(s) Due 


Due Date 




Action Taken 


FOLLLOW UP ON POSTCARD 


12-Dec-1999 


Due Date 




Information Disclosure Stmnt 


12-Jan-2000 


Due Date 




Application Status Check 


12-Apr-2001 


Due Date 


27-Jun-2002 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


27-M-2002 


Due Date 


27-NOV-2002 


1 Mouth to Due Date 


27-Aug-2002 


Reminder 


27-NOV-2002 


3 Month Due Date 


27-Scp-2002 


Due Date 


27-Nov-2002 


1st Extension 


27-Oct-2002 


Reminder 


27-NOV-2002 


2nH Extension 


27-Nov-2002 


Reminder 


27-Nov-2002 


2 Weeks to Final Date 


12-Dec-2002 


Due Date 


27-Nov-2002 


6 Month Final 


27-Dec-2002 


Final 


27-Nov-2002 


Application Sta Follow Up Date 


27-Dec-2002 


Due Date 


27-Jun-2002 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


Ol-Apr-2003 


Due Date 


24-Jun-2003 


1 Month to Due Date 


24-Apr-2003 


Reminder 


24-Jun-2003 


3 Month Due Date 


24-May-2003 


Due Date 


24-Jun-2003 


PTO mustresp 


27-May-2003 


Due Date 


24-Feb-2003 


1st Extension 


24-Jui^2G03 


Reminder 


24-Jun-2003 


2nd Extension 


24-Jul-2003 


Reminder 


24-Jun-2003 


2 Weeks to Final Date 


08-Aug-2003 


Due Date 


24-Jun-2003 


6 Month Final 


24~Aug-2003 


Final 


24-Jun-2003 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


02-Oct-2003 


Due Date 




1 Month to Due Date 


02-Nov-2003 


Reminder 




3 Month Due Date 


02-Dec-2003 


Due Date 




PTO must resp 


24-Dec-2003 


Due Date 


02-Sep-2003 


1st Extension 


02-Jan-2004 


Reminder 




2nd Extension 


02-Feb-2004 


Reminder 




2 Weeks to Final Date 


17-Fetv2004 


Due Date 




6 Month Final Date 


02-Mar-2004 


Final 




Notice of Appeal Due 


02-Mar~2004 


Final 




7 th Months-Is Brief Needed 


02-Apr-20O4 


Due Date 





User ID: 
Date Created: 
Last Update: 



SSEONARA 
04-Mar-2002 
O4-Mar-2002 
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KMZRosenman 

KAtTfM HO CHH ZMVI8 HOSiMMMK 

67S UaOIsonAvvnim 
NawY<**.NV 10022-Z585 
21 2.940.B800 Office 2f2.MftB776«W 

October 29, 2002 sharamusuvm 

VIA EXPRESS MAIL 

Mr. Keith Curtis 
138 Park Ridge Lane 
Henderson, Nevada 89015 

Re: U.S. Patent Serial No. 09/720,570 
Filed: December 21, 2000 
For: Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 
OurRef.: 3128/FM* (031035-87558^ 



Dear Keith: 

Hi, it has been a long time since I have seen you or anybody else at the former Nugame. 

As you will hopefully recall, I helped draft and supervised the drafting of the original priority 
U.S. Provisional Application which was assigned along with foreign counterparts of the 
application to Aristocrat. I also met you very briefly when I visited Nugame's (back then) office, 
although we talked on the phone and faxed drafts back and forth. 

As the application which we filed was a "provisional" patent application, no Declaration and 
Power of Attorney was necessary and was not filed. However, this application was assigned oy 
you to Nugame, which, in turn, assigned it to Aristocrat Leisure Industries, which later changed 
its name to Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty Ltd. 

Subsequently, a PCT Application was filed by applicant Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty 
Ltd. 

As you know, sometime after the assignment of the provisional application from Nugame to 
Aristocrat, Nugame closed its doors and is now defunct, with no traceable phone number or 
office - although, I believe, Mike Famham, the former CEO is still in Las Vegas. 

I have been trying extensively to find you through searches in web databases, calls to the 
telephone company and directory assistance, as well as calling Famham, who advised me that he 
is not aware of the whereabouts of the inventors. 

However, just on the chance that I MAY find you, I am enclosing with this letter, a Declaration 
and Power of Attorneys for the U.S. Application (enclosed) which represents the "national 
phase" entry of the PCT application- 

We need to have you sign and date the Declaration on page 2 and return it to us in the enclosed, 

cwcago NtwYetk u» Angela Wesnmgton, DC Chartotte PstoAflo Ntw** w~*mzrjxmt 

A Low Partnership Including Professions/ Corporations 



41244S17.01 
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KMZRosenman 

CAT ft* *OC*i* IMt* BOtttMAM 

Mr. Keith Curtis 
October 29, 2002 
Page 2 

self-addressed, Federal Express envelope, (For convenience, you may call 1-800-FED EX to 
schedule someone from F ederal Express to come and get it) 

Please call me IT yon have any questions and, of course, if I can help you with anything, please 
advise, as it was a pleasure working with you back in 1 998. 




Enc : Copy of Patent Application 

Declaration and Power of Attorney 
Self-addressed Federal Express envelope 



41244517.0J 
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KMZRosenman 



67SM*disonAv*u* 
Now YqiK NY 10022-2596 
Z72.*4&B0CX> Office 2f 2.940.B776 for 



October 29, 2002 



$HAMAN lSL*y 

stotonJstemQfernzrxofn 
2l2.Q4Q.Bm4 



VIA EXPRESS MAIL 

Mr. Eugene Bond 
6329 Lena King Avenue 
Las Vegas, Nevada 89120 

Re: U.S. Patent Serial No. 09/720,570 
Filed: December 21, 2000 
For Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 
OurRef.: 31 28/FBR (031035-875581 

Dear Eugene: 

Hi, it has been a long time since I have seen you or anybody else at the former Nugame. 

As you will hopefully recall, I helped draft and supervised the drafting of the original priority 
U.S. Provisional Application which was assigned along with foreign counterparts of the 
application to Aristocrat. I also met you very briefly when I visited Nugame's (back then) office, 
although we talked on the phone and faxed drafts back and forth. 

As the application which we filed was a "provisional" patent application, no Declaration and 
Power of Attorney was necessary and was not filed. However, this application was assigned by 
you to Nugame, which, in turn, assigned it to Aristocrat Leisure Industries, which later changed 
its name to Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty Ltd. 

Subsequently, a PCT Application was filed by applicant Aristocrat Technologies Australia Pty 
Ltd. 

As you know, sometime after the assignment of the provisional application from Nugame to 
Aristocrat, Nugame closed its doors and is now defunct, with no traceable phone number or 
office - although, I believe, Mike Farnham, the former CEO is still in Las Vegas. 

I have been trying extensively to find you through searches in web databases, calls to the 
telephone company and directory, assistance, as well as calling Famham, who advised me that h< 
is not aware of the whereabouts of the inventors. 

However, just on the chance that I MAY find you, I am enclosing with this letter, a Declaration 
and Power of Attorneys for the U.S. Application (enclosed) which represents the "national 
phase" entry of the PCT application. 

We need to have you sign and date the Declaration on page 2 and return it to us in the enclosed, 

Chicago NewYw* LosAngetea Washington. DC Charlotte PatoAIto Newark wwwJcmzr.con 



A Lbw Partnership including ftafosSfona/ Corporations 
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KMZ Rosen man 

KATTt* MQCBIB ZAVIS aOSt**** 

Mr. Eugene Bond 
October 29, 2002 
Page 2 

self-addressed, Federal Express envelope* (For convenience, you may call 1-800-FED EX to 
schedule someone from Federal Express to come and get it) 

Please call me if you have any questions and, of course, if I can help you with anything, please 
advise, as it was a pleasure working with you back in 1998. 




Enc; Copy of Patent Application 

Declaration and Power of Attorney 
Self-addressed Federal Express envelope 
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As a below named inventor, I hereby declare that: 

My residence, post office address and citizenship are as stated, below my name, 

I believe I am the original, first and sole inventor (if only one name is listed below), or an original, first and joint inventor (if more 
than one mvenior's name is listed below), of the subject matter which is claimed and for which a patent is sought on die invention 

entitled VIRTUAL EPROM SIMULATOR APPARATUS 

Title of lovcatloa 

was filed on December 21 ■ 2QQQ Application Serial ^0^09/720,570 



. die specification of which: : is attached hereto 



with amendments) filed on_ 



(for declaration Dot fteoompaoYlng application) 



1 hereby state fm I have reviewed and understand the contents of (he above identified specification, including die claims, as amended 
by any amendment referred to above. 

I acknowledge the duty to disclose information which is material to the examination of this application in accordance with TWe 37,. 
Code otFcdcral Regulations, 31.56(a). 

I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under Title 35, United States Code, si 19/3172 of any foreign applications) for patent or 
inventor's certificate listed below and have also identified below any foreign application for patent or inventor's certificate having a 
filing date before that of the application on which priority is claimed: . 



EARLIEST FOREIGN APPLICATIONS), IF ANY, FILED PRIOR TO THE FILING PATE OF THE APPLICATION 



APPLICATION NUMBER 


COUNTRY 


DATE OF FILING 
(Day, Month, Year) 


PRIORITY CLAIMED 1 
UNDER 35 TJ^.C. 119/172 \ 


PCT/AU99/00511 


PCT/AU 


24 June 1999 


Yes — X No 1 








Yes — — No 








Yes No 



I hereby claim the benefit under Tide 35, United States application^) listed below and, insofar as the subject matter Of each of the 
claims of this application is not disclosed in the prior United States application in die manner provided by the first paragraph of Tide 
35, United States. Code 5112, I acknowledge the duty to disclose material information as defined in Tide 37, Code of Federal' 
Regulations, 3 1*5 6(a) which occurred between the filing date of the prior, application and die national or PCT international filing date 
of this application: ' 



. APPLICATION 
NUMBER, 


FILING DATE 


1 , . 

STATUS 


PATENTED - 


PENDING 


ABANDONED 




60/090,514 


June 24, 1998 






X 























4 J 244497.0 1 
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) wt^l^ddress is KMZ 

Rosenman, 575 Madison Avenue, Hew^ _w York lOOZZ-Z^D .e-maii: sruuian.™^. ^r.com) as my attorney, to prosecute 
this application, and to transact all business in the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office connected therewith. 



POWER OF ATTORNEY: As a named V^i 




Ireby appoint Shahan Islam (Reg- No. 1 , 
wYork 10022-2535 (e-mail: shahanJslaW. 



Send Correspondence To; SHAHAN ISLAM, ESQ. v 

KMZ ROSEN MAN , 575 Madison Avenue, New York, New York 10022-2585 (212) 940-8564 



Direct Telephone Number 



Res idence & 
Citizenship 



Full Name of 
1st Inventor 


Last Name 
CURTIS 


Fircl Name 
KEITH 




Middle Name fl 
EDWIN ] 


Residence & 
Citizenship 


| City 

Henderson 


Swe or Foreign Country 
Nevada 


Country ftfCrdza 
USA 


istnp 


Home Address 


No. and Street Address 
138 Park Ridge Lane 


City 
Hem 


1 State or Country 
derson | Nevada 


ZlpCodo 

WIS 1 


Full Name of 
2nd Inventor 


List Nunc 
BOND 




• First Narhe 
EUGENE 




AUddtetfeinc: ' | 
THOMAS 1 



City 

Las Vegas 



Stale or Foreign Country 
Nevada 



No. end Street Address ; 
Home Address U 6329 Lena King Avenue 



Las Vegas 



Full Name of 
3rd Inventor 



Residence & 



L-ast.NHirc; 



City 



Country tfGtfizoudDj? 
USA 



State «r Country 
Nevada 



flirt Nuroc 



State <v Foreign Country 



No. and Street Address 



Home Address 



City 



Full Name of 
4th Inventor 



Name 



Residence & 
Citizenship' 



City 



NO. mid Street Address 



Home Address 



2«p Cod* 



Country of Cittakshlp 



Slate or Country 



First Name 



State or Foreign Country 



City 



Zip Code 



Middle Nam 



Country of CrtiTcnitfnjv 



State or Country 



Zip Code 



I hereby declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and belief 
are believed to be true; and tether that these statements were made with the knowledge that willful false statements and the lite so 
made are punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under Section 18 of the United States Code and that such willful false 
statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issuing thereon. 



Signature or 1st Inventor 


Signature of Ind Inventor 


Signature of 3rd Inventor 


Signature Of 4* Inventor 


Dace 


Date 


Date 


Date 



41244497.01 
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Inventor 
Title 

Serial No- 
Filed 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AN D TRADEMARK OFFICE 
Keitb Edwin Curtis, et al. 

VIRTUAL EPROM SIMULATOR APPARATUS 
09/720,570 
December 21, 2000 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Declaration of Chervl Bajana 

I, Cheryl Bajana, hereby declare as follows: 

1 During September 2000, I began my employment at the law the firm of 
Rosenman & Colin LLP and during October 2000 I was assigned as a 
secretary to work for Mr. Shahan Islam, a partner handling intcllectuiU 
property matters, I had no previous experience in connection with 
intellectual property matters and was instructed by Mr. Islam m 
connection with administrative procedures concerning his work. 

2. During my employment as Mr. Islam's secretary, one of the procedures 
established was for me to receive and open all mail sent to Mr. Islam from 
the USPTO. When a due date for response was noted on the 
correspondence from the USPTO, 1 was to enter ihe information into a 
physical calendar indicating the due date for the response. Thereafter, I 
was to bring the file with the communication to Mr. Islam. Attached 
hereto as Exhibit A is a page from one of the physical calendars showing 
entries that I made for due dates. On a regular basis, I was also to review 
the physical docketing calendar for upcoming due dates and for each item 
coming due I was to bring the relevant file to Mr. Islam for preparation of 
the response coming due, 

3. In September 2001, Mr. Samson Helfgott and a group of other patent 
attorneys joined the firm of Rosenman & Colin LLP. At that time our 
intellectual property group handling patents had expanded. I became 
aware that they had a computerized docketing system to be maintained by 
a docketing clerk, that was being installed on the firm's computer 
network. From about February 2002 on, I was asked that each time I 
entered a docket number in the physical manual docketing calendar that I 
maintained for Mr. Islam, I should also give the file and correspondence to 
the docketing clerk for entry of the application information in the 
computerized docketing system and for docketing of the due date for the 
response to the correspondence. 



11172579.01 
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Ser. No. 09/720,570 
Page 2 of 2 



5. 



6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 



U 172579.01 



Attached as Exhibit B is a decision on petition dated October 22, 2002 
which apparently arrived at Rosenman & Colin LLP for Mr. Islam. At 
present I do not recall receiving the decision on the petition and I do not 
recall whether or not I entered any docketing information for this on the 
physical docketing calendar. Attached as Exhibit C is a copy of the page 
from the physical docketing calendar for the due date for the filing of a 
request for reconsideration of the decision on the petition. The absence of 
my entry for such due date indicates that no docket entry was made. 

Generally, as I received correspondence from the USPTO, I would always 
look at the first page which normally contained a due date for filing of a 
response, and then I would use that as the basis for my entry into the 
docketing system (including making a notation of the due date in my 
physical docketing calendar and forwarding the file and correspondence to 
the docketing clerk for entry and docketing, after the implementation of 
the computerized docketing system at Rosenman & Colin LLP). I note 
that in this case, the document had multiple pages and near the end of the 
last paragraph, on the last page, imbedded within the text is a due date for 
response. As I normally took the due date from the first page of such 
communication from the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, it may very 
well have been that I did not read through the entire multiple-page 
document, and therefore did not to find the due date embedded within the 
last paragraph. As I did not make an entry of the due date for the 
response in the physical manual docketing calendar, I would not have 
forwarded the file and correspondence to the docketing clerk for entry into 
the computerized docketing system. Furthermore, as no entry was made 
into the physical manual docketing calendar, I would have had no reason 
to bring this case to the attention of Mr. Islam when the actual due date 
came about. 

1 recall this case as being one in which Mr. Islam continuously tried to 
contact the inventors. I recall regularly sending out mail, looking up 
information, and trying to obtain the contact information for the inventors. 
1 specifically recall Mr. Islam's concern about his inability to obtain the 
inventors contact information. 

I do not recall ever receiving any correspondence from Aristocrat or F.B. 
Rice instructing us to abandon this application. To the best of my 
knowledge, this application was to be maintained active at all times. 

In March 2003, 1 left the employ of KMZ Rosenman. 

I further declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are 
true and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to 
be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge 
that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or 
imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States 
Code, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of 
the application or any patent issued thereon. 
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United States Patent and trademark Office 



COMMISSIONER PW PA ttfNTft 

Static pat^mt +xo twao^mark Ofttcc 



PETITIONS UNDER 
37CFR 1.183 

AND 
37CFR 1.137(b) 



Shahan Islam 
Rosenman & Colin 
575 Madison Avenue 
New York, NY 10022-2585 

. . „ e DECISION ON 

In re Application of 

CURTIS, Keith Edwin, et al. 

Application No.: 09/720,570 

PCT No.: PCT/AU99/005 1 1 

Int. Filing Date: 24 June 1999 

Priority Date: 24 June 1998 

Attorney Docket No.: 3 128/FBR 

For: VIRTUAL EPROM SIMULATOR 

APPARATUS 

This is a decision on applicants' "Petition For Revival of an Applicatio[n] for Patent 
Abandoned Unintentionally Under 37 CFR 1 137(b)," filed in the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office (USPTO) on 23 July 200Z. 

BACKGROUND 

On 24 June 1999, applicants filed international application PCT/AU99/0051 1, which 
claimed a priority da:e of 24 June 1998. A copy of the international application was 
communicated to the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) from the International 
Bureau on 29 December 1999. A Demand for international preliminary examination, in which the 
United States was elected, was filed on 24 January 2000, within nineteen months from the priority 
date Accordingly, the thirty-month period for paying the basic national fee in the United States 
expired at midnight on 26 December 2000 (24 December 2000 was a Sunday and 25 December 
2000 was a holiday). 

On 21 December 2000, applicants filed a submission for entry into the national stage in the 
United States which was accompanied by, Inter alia, the U.S. Basic National Fee. 

On 12 March 2001, the USPTO mailed a Notification of Missing Requirements (Form 
PCT/DO/EO/905) indicating, inter alia, that an oath or declaration of the inventors in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.497(a)-(b) was required. 

On 30 May 2002 the Office mailed a Notice of Abandonment indicating the application 
went abandoned for failure to timely reply to the Notice to File Missing Parts mailed 12 March 
2001. 

On 23 July 2002, applicants submitted the instant petitions under 37 CFR 1.137(b) and 37 
CFR 1.183, which were accompanied by a statement from Shahan Islam. 
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Application No.: 09/720,570 

DISCUSSION 

A petition to revive an abandoned application under 37 CFR 1.137(b) must be filed 
without inUonal delay from the time the application became abandoned I and/o« 
became aware of the abandoned status of the apphcation. A petiuon under 37 CFR 1 .137(b) must 
be accompanied by (1) a statement that the entire delay in filing the required reply from the due 
date for the reply until the filing of a grantable petition was unintentional (2) the requtredreph; 
( 3 Tthe petitionee required by law (37 CFR 1.17(m)), and(4) atenmnal disdamer and fee (.f the 
international application was filed prior to June 8, 1995). 

Applicants have made the required statement and have paid the petition fee. A tenninal 
disclaimer is not required as the international application was filed on or after 08 June 1995. 
However applicants' reply is deficient. The required reply is an oath or declaration « compliance 
37 CFR 1 497 and if the inventors refuse to execute the oath or declaration or cannot be reached 
after a diligent effort, as alleged, a petition under 37 CFR 1.47(b). Applicants have filed a petition 
for suspension of the rules under 37 CFR 1.183. Applicants have not explained why a petition 
under 37 CFR l.47£b) would not satisfy their needs. 

CONCLUSION 

For the above reasons, applicants' petition under 37 CFR 1.137(b) is DISMISSED, 
without prejudice. 

Applicants' petition under 37 CFR 1 .183 is DISMISSED without prejudice. 
The application remains AftANPONED. 

If reconsideration on the merits of this petition is desired, a proper response must be filed 
within TWO (2) MONTHS from the mail date of this decision. Any recoraideration request 
should include a cover letter entitled "Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR 1.137(b). 

Any further correspondence with respect to this matter should be addressed to the 
Assistant Commissioner for Patents, Box PCT, Washington, D.C. 2023 1. with the contents of this 
letter marked to the attention of the Office of PCT Legal Administration. 



Leonard E. Smith Erin M. Pender 

PCT Legal Examiner Attorney Advisor 

PCT Legal Administration PCT Legal Administration 

Telephone: 703-305-0455 
Facsimile: 703-308-6459 
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Inventor 
Title 

Serial No. 
Filed 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
Keith Edwin Curtis, et at 

VIRTUAL EPROM SIMULATOR APPARATUS 
09/720,570 
December 21,2000 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Declaration o f Samso n Helfgott 
I, Samson Helfgott, hereby declare as follows: 

L I am a registered patent attorney in United States Patent and Trademark 
Office under Registration No. 23,072, 

2. Prior to September 2001, I was an officer in the law firm of Helfgott & 
Karas, P,C, located at 350 Fifth Avenue, New York, NY. On September 
1, 2001, Helfgott & Karas, P.C. joined the firm of Rosenman & Colin 
LLP, moving with all of its personnel, files, clients, and other related 

x material to establish a patent section within the firm of Rosenman & Colin 
LLP. I joined Rosenman & Colin LLP as a partner. 

3. Prior to our arrival at Rosenman & Colin LLP, Mr. Shahan Islam bad 
previously joined the firm and as a partner of the firm was handling 
intellectual property matters on behalf of his clients. 

4. At Helfgott & Karas, P.C we had a computerized docketing system 
created by Computer Packages Inc. (CPi) in which was entered and 
maintained bibliographic information for all of our intellectual property 
matters. The CPi system contained an electronic docketing system in 
which docketing for all of the database entries was maintained. Using the 
CPi system, we generated docket reports on a monthly basis for each 
attorney. The docketing reports noted all due dates for responses to Office 
Actions from the USPTO, which were due in the coming month. The CPi 
system implemented at Helfgott & Karas, P.C. was one that has been 
widely accepted and is a standard utilized throughout the United States by 
major corporations and law firms. 

5. Upon our entering into Rosenman & Colin LLP, their Information 
Technology (XT) staff worked with CPi to transfer the database of 
information from the CPi system utilized at Helfgott & Karas, P.C. onto 
the Rosenman & Colin LLP's computer network environment 
Rosenman & Colin LLP also worked with CPi to make improvements to 
the CPi system that was being transferred. There was an extended 
transition period from our entering Rosenman & Colin LLP until the CPi 
system was fully operational on Rosenman & Colin LLP's computer 
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network in February, 2002. During the transition period, the CPi system 
utilized at Helfgott & Karas, P.C, was maintained on a stand-alone 
computer and information compared against information in the CPi system 
being implemented on Rosenman & Colin LLP's computer network to be 
sure all systems and reports were operative. At the end of the transition 
period, all docketing reports for attorneys generated from the transferred 
system 

6. Begumiug with February, 2002, I began addressing the entry and 
docketing of information for the patent cases of Mr. Shahan Islam's 
clients, for which he maintained a manual docketing system. Mr, Islam's 
secretary, Ms. Cheryl Bajana, was instructed to continue to m a intain her 
manual docketing calendar, and after completing the entries in her 
docketing calendar, she was instructed to forward any correspondence she 
received from the USPTO to our docketing department for entry of the 
docketing information also in the CPi system. As the docketing 
department received correspondence from the USPTO for entry of 
docketing information in the CPi system on the cases, the bibliographical 
information for the patent applications handled by Mr. Islam would also 
be entered, unless it was previously entered. 

7. Attached as Exhibits A is a copy of a page from Mr. Islam's manual 
docketing calendar. Attached as Exhibit B is a print-out from the CPi 
docketing system showing the same item as entered in Mr. Islam's manual 
docketing calendar. 

8. At the end of February 2002, Rosenman & Colin LLP merged with the 
Chicago law firm of Katten Muchin Zavis to become the law firm of 
Katten Muchin Zavis Rosenman ("KMZ Rosenman"). The responsibility 
for clients remained the same so that Mr. Islam still retained responsibility 
for all the clients he previously had and the cases he was handling. 
Essentially, the working relationship that previously existed under 
Rosenman & Colin LLP continued under the new merged KMZ 
Rosenman firm. 

9. Around March 2003, Mr, Islam advised me that he would be leaving KMZ 
Rosenman for another position. He indicated that he was reviewing his 
cases and asked me to reassign these cases to other attorneys within our 
patent department. At the time, he indicated he was still trying to 
complete certain matters before he left. 

10. After Mr, Islam left KMZ Rosenman on April 11, 2003, 1 arranged for our 
clerical staff to go through all the files in his office and in his file cabinets 
and to double check to make sure that they were entered into our CPi 
system. To the extent cases were not yet entered into our system, we then 
did so. There were quite a number of cases which we found had not been 
entered into our CPi system and were newly entered as they were found* 
This procedure took approximately two months as there were a 
considerable number of files to go through, check the status with the 
USPTO' s database, enter die bibliographic information in the CPi system, 
enter due dates, contact clients to advise them of new attorney 
assignments, and other administrative matters that were necessary to 
transfer responsibility and maintain control of these files. Following Mr. 
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11. 



13. 



14. 



pact: 83 

T-498 P.7D/13 Mr7 



Sor, No. O$/710£70 
page 3 of 3 



ial^'s d^iiturt font KM2 Roseninan, iiio general mfllntcnsnoe 
deptnm«i«Vf our finr. cleared the file*, t^okU. aM office Wgieii 
Skied in*fr IsUun* office a* well as hi* ^wtwd wrt la a*Jf*w 
t«coiucthcniQmfiwowtt>AtfcCyby another attorney. In domtf an. some or 
SS^ulT^^haw3 kept by Mr. feUun snd/SrSl* secretory 

were not familiar wftfc the particulars of these item* and c<m*fdcrc<l tnero 
as old calendars or old records, 

Dun as Jim* we vere in contact witbtfca Auirraliao attoeiatevF.B. 
Rlee la Irving to «t a fliU list of the casts tbat were handling for tbem. 
As a Q?S^?ie£ we identified a number of cases, VM> ±5 
prt*^ oa wnich we file team** to* decision on wtitjon dated 

Industrie Pry. Ltd, (bweln*fter "AnstoeraO, we began ^UecdM, the 
necessary asaf Ennwm documsm^ tmasfer document. And otto evitowx? 
needed ibruito prepare suitable petitions to aurapi ievival or OK$e 
fiSS TlttJaW a§05. t£e peUtioas wfi«i tiled by tb* ucw attorney of ***** 
fbr this application. Mr. Kendall Thieassn, 

From the time of Mr. (sUm'a dspaiture from KMZ Ro#^m*n In April, 
umil th* petitions were filed, wo worked diligently k identifying and 
individually reviewing each of the files from Mr. Islam, emcrlnfi Hie 
information in tho CPi Rysteai, following up on each of the cases WW witt 
ttipcci w various of Arifltoci«'A cues tbftr ba<5 unudewftoosUy gone 
abandoned, including dis present «w, obtalniiw ih* ««cesjary 
docunu-inadoa and filing the ncccaiyu>' ptrifon* **iuite0 far rwvival orcie 

From H« tlaw of our discovery of die unlmedapalfy ft^ndoc^d 
Art«oaral cases, including the current application, U £*■ J***? 1 ^ 
vndcrstandinii that the apphcailonj were <iev*r Intended to be afta tinn nca, 
fiT^SSSf of the tifJrfar thii application and tho other application* of 

client which had cone abandoned, wad whlcb Mr. Ulora 
condfkoouSiy worked on m attempting to rrrfolvo the inventorship 
Ariswai a^icrions. J <Und i&t & appUcarton* were wdiiuirto*^ 
abandoned. I did no: find any indication the tlic of any delineate 
action by Anyone to abandon the Aristocrat application*, including -Jus 
gpplicat>on. 

I farther declare rhat all statements made Herein of ray o^Jcno^ledgoaro 
true and thai all statements made on information andwief are oeiiecvied to 
be truoi And fenhcr ihat these stanmenls wen* made with the knowledge 
that wufflit IbJse st&tanwnra and ib£ hke so vrife axe punishable by fine or 
i^p^l^for^undcc SccTloa 1 00 1 of Title A^tbeUniu^Siates 
Code, and ihfli such willful false statements n»y j^pardize «>e validity of 
ifhe epplicadon or any patvTH i«s\ied thereon. 



DatCt. 




Samson Helfgott 
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Country Ap plication 

Client-Matter: 031035-87558 

Client: RB. RICE & CO. 
Case Type: PCT 
Application Number: 09/720,570 
Publication Number: 
Patent Number: 
Parent/PCT Number: PCTAU99/005I1 
Parent Issue Number: 
Agent: 

Agent Reference No.: 

Client Code: FBR 



Tuesday, November 25, 2003 

Country: US SubCase: 
United States of America 
Application Status: Transfered 

Filing Date: 21-Dec-20G0 
Publication Pate: 
Issue Date: 
Parent/PCT Date : 24 Jun-1999 
Parent Issue Date : 
Expiration Date: 

PTA:0 
Tax Schedule: LE 
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Title 



Inventor 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEM ARK OFFICE 
: Keith Edwin Curtis, et al. 

VIRTUAL EPROM SIMULATOR APPARATUS 



Serial No. 



09/720,570 



Filed 



December 21, 2000 



Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Declaration of Satnarine Seonarain 



I, Satnarine Seonarain, hereby declare as follows: 

L In August 2001, 1 began working as a docket cleric at the firm of Helfgott 
& Karas, P.C. Since that period of time, I was responsible for entry of all 
bibliographic information and docketing information for all patent 
applications into a computerized docketing system created by Computer 
Packages Inc.("CPi"). 

2. I worked with CPi personnel in making sure that the database was 
accurate, and on a regular basis I printed out docket reports to be given to 
individual attorneys containing docketing information on cases where a 
response was due in the upcoming month. Attached as Exhibit A is a 
sample of a docket report prepared for a specific attorney (with 
sensitive/confidential information redacted). Attached as Exhibit B are 
sample of print-outs for some patent records as generated by the CPi 
system showing the docketing entered for the applications and the 
bibliographic information entered. 

3. In September 2001, the firm of Helfgott & Karas, P.C. joined the firm of 
Rosenman & Colin LLP and I along with all the other personnel of 
Helfgott & Karas, P.C. moved to the offices of Rosenman & Colin LLP. 
At that time the CPi system was being converted onto Rosenman & Colin 
LLP's computer network. 

4. When I arrived at Rosenman & Colin LLP, the CPi system was not yet 
fully operational on Rosenman & Colin LLP's computer network - there 
were report generators and other requirements that needed to be completed 
for the CPi system to be fully operational on the Rosenman & Colin LLP's 
computer network. The transitional period from the move to Rosenman 
& Colin LLP until the CPi system was fully operational and I was satisfied 
with the system lasted for a few months following our move lo Rosenman 
& Colin LLP. During this transition period, I continued to utilize both the 
old CPi system, which was maintained on a stand-alone computer, and the 
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new CPi system on Rosenman & Colin LLP's computer network, in order 
to be sure that no data was lost. I compared printouts from both systems 
to ensure that the records as on the new CPi system were accurate. It was 
not until February 2002, that I was satisfied that the new system could be 
fully utilized and we then discontinued use of the old CPi system on the 
stand-alone computer. 

5. Once the CPi system was fully operational at Rosenman & Colin LLP, I 
was instructed to begin entering information on the patent cases for the 
clients of Mr. Shah an Islam. As there were a vast number of cases, I was 
usually given docketing information from Mr. Islam or his secretary, Ms. 
Cheryl Bajana, as they received correspondence from the United States 
Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO) for the individual cases. When I 
received such docketing information, I would pull the file for the 
application and enter the bibliographic information for the application into 
the CPi system, if the information had not yet been entered, and then I 
would docket the application for response due to the correspondence 
received from the USPTO. By way of example attached as Exhibit C is a 
print-out for one of Mr. Islam's cases showing the docketed due dates. 
The entry in the CPi system corresponds to the enfry made in the 
docketing calendar shown to me as Ms. Bajana's docketing calendar for 
patent applications handled by Mr. Islam. 

6. In the middle of April, 2003, when Mr. Islam left the firm (now named 
Katten Muchin Zavis Rosenman following a merger with another firm in 
2002), we began to review all of the files for the patent applications 
handled by Mr. Islam. Files were located in Mr. Islam's office, his file 
cabinets, the local active storage room and the other storage areas of the 
firm containing patent files. On a case by case basis, I began reviewing all 
of the files for the patent applications handled by Mr. Islam. For those 
applications for which bibliographic information and docketing 
information had not yet been entered in the CPi system, I began entering 
the bibliographic information and entered any docketing information for 
any outstanding Office Actions. To do so, it was necessary to review each 
file to determine its current status, whether there was any docketing 
information required to be entered, verifying the current status with the 
USPTO, and being sure that the information being entered was accurate 
and verifiable. Because of the large number of cases involved, and my 
existing workload, such entry and review was at a slow pace, but was 
actively pursued each day. Of course, as new Office Actions came in for 
applications formerly handled by Mr. Islam, the bibliographical and 
docketing information for that application was immediately entered and 
the case forwarded to a patent attorney for prosecution. 

7. In June 2003, 1 was given the present case for entry into the database. The 
bibliographic information as was entered at that time included docketing 
information. Attached as Exhibit D is a current printout showing 
information contained in the CPi system's database relating to this case. 

8. I do not recall anyone ever giving me the decision on the petition dated 
October 22, 2002 for docketing entry in connection with this application. 
The CPi system did not have any entries for docketing in connection with 
the this case. The file jacket also does not include any of my notations for 
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docketing. In view of this, I do not believe I received the decision on the 
petition from either Mr. Islam or Ms. Bajana for entry of the docketing 
information in the CPi system, 

9. I further declare that all statements made herein of my own knowledge are 
true and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to 
be true; and further that these statements were made with the knowledge 
that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or 
imprisonment, or both, under Section 1001 of Title 18 of the United States 
Code, and that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of 
the application or any patent issued thereon. 





Satnarinc Seonarain 
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Country Application Sunday, October 26, 2003 

Country: US SubCase; 

United States of America 
Application Status: Pending 

Filing Date: 01-Apr-2002 
Publication Date: 
Issue Date: 
Parent/PCT Date ; 29^Sep-2OO0 
Parent Issue Date : 
Expiration Date; 

FTA:0 
Tax Schedule: LE 
Confirmation #: 
Related Case: 3316 

List Of Actions 



Actlon(s) Due 

FOLLLOW UP ON POSTCARD 


Due Date 
'01-Jun-2002 


Due Date 


Action Taken . 


Information Disclosure Stront 


OWul-2002 


Due Date 




Missing Requirements/Wara 


13-Dec-2002 


Reminder 


24-Dec-2002 


Missing Requirement/Due 


l3-Jan-2003 


Final 


24-Dec-2002 


Missing Require Follow Up Date 


24-Jun-2003 


Due Date 




Application Status Check 


Ol-Oct-2003 


Due Date 





Client-Matter: 031035-00051 

Client: F.B. RICE & CO. 
Case Type: PCT 
Application Number: 1O4H^H0 
Publication Number: 
Patent Number: 
Parent/PCT Number; PCTAU00/01192 
Parent Issue Number: 
Agent; 

Agent Reference No.: 

Client Code: FBR 
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COUntiy Application Sunday, October 26, 2003 



Client-Matter: 031035-00052 




Country: US SubCase: 


Client: F.B. RICE & CO. 




United States of America 


Case Type: PCT 




Application Status: Pending 


Application Number: 10/089,762 




Filing Date: '01-Apr-2002 


Publication Number: 




Publication Date: 


Patent Number: 




Issue Date: 


Fareut/PCT Number: PCTAUO0/0H91 




Farent/PCT Date ; 29-Sep-2000 


Parent Issue Number: 




Parent Issue Date : 


Agent: 




Expiration Date; 


Agent Reference No.: 




PTA:0 






Tax Schedule: LE 


Client Code: FBR 




Confirmation #: 






Related Case; 3320 


List Of Actions 






Action(s) Due 


Due Date 


Action Taken 


FOLLLOW UP ON POSTCARD 


Ol-Jun-2002 


Due Date 


Information Disclosure Stnmt 


OlJul-2002 


Dae Dace 


Missing Requirements/Warn 


21Jul-2002 


Reminder 17-Jul-2002 


Missing Requirement/Due 


2l-Aug-2002 


Final 17-Jvl-2002 


Missing Require Follow Up Date 


17-Jau-2003 


Due Date 


Application Status Check 


01-Oct-2003 


Due Date 
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Country Application 



Client-Matter: 031035-87549 

Client: F-B- RICE & CO, 
Case Type: PCT 
Application Number: O?4|fl0ft 
Publication Number: 
Patent Number: 
Parent/PCT Number: PCTAU98/00072 
Parent Issue Number: 
Agent: 

Agent Reference No.: 



Client Code: FBR 



Sunday, October 26, 2003 



Country: US SubC&se; 

United States of America 
Application Status: Pending 

Filing Date; 06-Aug-1999 
Publication Date: 
Issue Date; 
Parent/PCT Date : 10-Feb-1998 
Parent Issue Date : 
Expiration Date: 
PTA: 0 
Tax Schedule; LE 
Confirmation #: 
Related Case: 2741 
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List Of Actions 



Action(s) Due 


Due Date 




Action Taken 


FQLLLOW UP ON POSTCARD 


06H)ct-1999 


Due Date 


: — . ™-„ 


Information Disclosure Stnmt 


06-Nov-1999 


Due Date 




Application Status Check 


Q6-Feb-2001 


Due Date 


18-Dec-2002 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


18-Jan-2003 


Due Date 


l8-Jun-2003 


1 Month to Due Date 


18-Feb-2003 


Reminder 


18-Jun-2O03 


3 Month Due Date 


18-Mar-2093 


Due Date 


18-Jun-2003 


1st Extension 


18-Apr~2003 


Reminder 


18-Jun-2003 


2nd Extension 


18-May-2003 


Reminder 


18-Jun~2003 


2 Weeks to Final Date 


02-Jun-2003 


Due Date 


18-Jun-2003 


6 Month. Final 


1 8-Jun-2003 


Final 


18-W2003 


Application Sta Follow Up Date 


lS-Jun-2003 


Due Date 


1 8-Dec-2002 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


Ol-Oct-2003 


Due Date 




1 Month to Due Date 


26-Oct-2003 


Reminder 




3 Month Due Date 


26-Nov-2003 


Due Date 




PTO must resp 


18-Dec-2003 


Due Date 


26-Aug-2003 


1st Extension 


26-Dec-2003 


Reminder 




2nd Extension 


26-Jan-2004 


Reminder 




2 Weeks to Final Date 


10-Feb-2004 


Due Date 




6 Month Final Date 


26-Feb-2004 


Final 




Notice of Appeal Due 


26-Feb-2004 


Final 




7th Months-Is Brief Needed 


26-Mar-2004 


Due Date 
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Country Application Sunday, October 26, 2003 



Client-Matter; 031035-87577 




Country: US SubCase; 


Client: F.B. RICE & CO. 




United States of America 


Case Type: ORD 




Application Status: Pending 


Application Number: 




Filing Date: 04-Dec-2001 


Publication Number; 




Publication Date! 


Patent Number: 




Issue Date: 


Parent/PCT Number: PR1882 




Parent/PCT Date ; 04-Dec-2000 


Parent Issue Number: 




Parent Issue Date : 


Agent: 




Expiration Date: 


Agent Reference No.: 




PTA;0 






Tax Schedule: LB 


Client Code; FBR 




Confirmation #: 






Related Case: 3265 


List Of Actions 






Action(s) Due 


Due Date 


Action Taken 


FOLLLOW UP ON POSTCARD 


04-Feb-2002 


Due Date 


Information Disclosure Stmm 


04-Mai%2002 


Due Date 


Application Status Check 


04-Jun-2003 


Due Date 27-Aug-2003 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


01-Oct-2003 


Due Date 


1 Month to Due Date 


27-Oct^2003 


Reminder 


3 Month Due Date 


27«Nov-2003 


Due Date 


1st Extension 


274>ec-2003 


Reminder 


2nd Extension 


27-Jar>2004 


Reminder 


2 Weeks to Final Date 


ll-Feb-20O4 


Due Date 


6 Month Final 


27-Feb-2004 


Final 
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Country Application Sunday, October 26, 2003 

CIlenMVIatter: 053735-87545 Country: US SubCase: 

Client: MEINKE, DABR1NGHAUS UND PARTNE United States of America 
Case Type: ORD Application Status: Pending 

. Application Number: Filing Date: 12-Oct-1999 

Publication Number: Publication Date: 

Patent Number; Issue Date; 

Parent/PCT Number; 4MHl^t Parent/PCT Date : 28-Oct-1998 

Parent Issue Number: Parent Issue Date : 

Agent; Expiration Date: 

Agent Reference No.: PTA: 0 

Tax Schedule: LE 
Client Code: MEIN Confirmation #: 

Related Case: 2754 
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CoUlltry Application Sunday, October 26, 2003 

List Of Actions 

Action(s) Due Due Date Action Taken 



FOLLLOW UP ON POSTCARD 


I2-Dec-1999 


Due Date 




Information Disclosure Stmnt 


12-Jan-20G0 


Due Date 




Application Status Check 


12-Apr-2001 


Due Date 


274un-2002 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


27-Jul-2002 


Due Date 




1 Month to Due Date 


27-Aug-2002 


Reminder 


27-?tfov-7nn3 


3 Month Due Date 


27-Seo-2002 


Due Date 




1st Extension 


27-Oct-2002 


Rcmin Hat 


Am f "llUV "ml,\J\/mi, 


2nd Extension 


27-Nov-2002 


l\vl 1 UM 




2 Weeks to Final Date 


12-Dec-2002 

M mm \^\^ mm \J \Jmm- 


Due Dafft 


mm, § "IN OV -^OlA/^ 


6 Month Final 


27-Dec-2O02 


Final 


4* f 1^ U¥ mt-VVmm 


Application Sta Follow Up Date 


27-Dec-2O02 


Due Date 


27-Jun-2002 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


Ol-Apr-2003 


Due Date 


24-Jun-2001 


1 Month to Due Date 


24-Apr-2003 


Reminder 


24-Jun-2003 


3 Month Due Date 


24-May-2003 


Due Date 


24-Jun-2003 

W^^i UU mmmmi\mf\mf mrn^ 


PTO must rcsp 


27-May-2003 


Due Date 


24-Feb-2QQ3 


1st Extension 


24-Jun-2003 


Reminder 


24~Jun~2003 


2nd Extension 


24-Jul-2003 


Reminder 


24-Jun-2003 


2 Weeks to Final Date 


08-Aug-2003 


Due Date 


24-Jun-2003 


6 Month Final 


24-Aug-2003 


Final 


24-Jun-2003 


Did You Report O/A To Client 


02-Oct-2003 


Due Date 




1 Month to Due Date 


02-Nov-2003 


Reminder 




3 Month I>ue Date 


02-Dec-2003 


Due Date 




PTO must resp 


24-Dec-2003 


Due Date 


02-Sep-2O03 


1st Extension 


02-Jan-2004 


Reminder 




2nd Extension 


02-Feb-2004 


Reminder 




2 Weeks to Final Date 


17-Feb~20Q4 


Due Date 




6 Month Final Date 


02-Mar-20O4 


Final 




Notice of Appeal Due 


02-Mar-20O4 


Final 




7th Months-Is Brief Needed 


02-Apr-2QQ4 


Due Date 





User ID: 
Date Created; 
Last Update: 



SSEONARA 
O4-Mar-2002 
04~Mar-2002 



06/15/2004 10:15 FAX 303 296 5310 



GIBSON DUNN #2 



@j 082/089 



m 



Country Application 

Client-Matter: 031035-8755$ 

Client: F.B. RICE & CO. 
Case Type; PCT 
Application Number: 09/720,570 
Publication Number: 
Patent Number: 
Parent/PCT Number; PCTAU99/00511 
Parent Issue Number; 

Agent: 

Agent Reference No.: 

Client Code: FBR 



Tuesday, November 25, 2003 

Country: US SubCase: 

United States of America 
Application Status: Transfered 

Filing Date: 21-Dcc-2Q0Q 
Publication Date; 
Issue Date: 
Parent/PCT Date : 24-Jun-1999 
Parent Issue Date : 
Expiration Date: 

PTA: 0 
Tax Schedule: LE 
Confirmation #: 
Related Case: 312$ 



List Of Actions 



Action(s) Due 


Due Date 




Action Taken 


FOLLLOW UP ON POSTCARD 


~21-Feb-200l 


Due Date 




Information Disclosure Stmnt 


21-Mar-2001 


Due Date 




Application Status Check 


21-W2002 


Due Date 




7 Day To Due Date 


Ol-Aug-2003 


Reminder 




PETITION TO REVIVE DUE 


08-Aug-2003 


Final 
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Date: December 2003 

Applicant: Curtis 

Serial No: 09/720,570 

Title: Virtual Eprom Simulator Apparatus 

RECEIPT IS HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGED FOR: 

1. Renewed Petition Under 37 CFR § L137(b); 

2. Petition for Extension of Time (2 copies); 

3. Previously Submitted Evidence; 

4. Decl of Shahan Islam (Exs. A-G); 

5. Decl of Cheryl Bajana; (Exs. A-C); 

6. Decl of Samson Helfgott; (Exs, A-B); 

7. Decl of Satnarine Seonarain (Exs. A-D); 

8. Check No. Wl/lf ($110) 
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BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 

Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR SIDES 
FADED TEXT OR DRAWING 

J^BLURRED OR I LLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 

□ GRAY SCALE DOCUMENTS 

J^LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: 

IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 



